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the centre of our actions. Being more outspoken and straightforward than the authors of the resolution adopted at the Conference, our Tiflisian does not put the two "tactics" (which he expounds with inimitable naivete) on a par, but declares that the second is more "advantageous." Just listen:
"The first tactics. As you know, the coming revolution is a bourgeois revolution, i.e., its purpose is to effect such changes in the present system as are of interest not only to the proletariat but to the whole of bourgeois society. All classes are opposed to the government, even the capitalists themselves. The militant proletariat and the militant bourgeoisie are in a certain sense marching, together and jointly attacking the autocracy from different sides. The government is completely isolated and lacks public sympathy. For this reason it is very easy to destroy it. The Russian proletariat as a whole is not yet sufficiently class conscious and organized to be able to carry out the revolution by itself. And even if it were able to do so, it would carry 'through a proletarian (socialist) revolution and not a bourgeois revolution. Hence, it is in our interest that the government remain without allies, that it be unable to disunite the opposition, unable to ally the bourgeoisie to itself and leave the proletariat isolated...."
So, it is in the interests, of the proletariat that the tsarist government shall not be able to disunite the bourgeoisie and the proletariat I Is it not by mistake that this Georgian organ is called Sotsicd-Demokrat instead of Osvobozhdeniyet And note its peerless philosophy of democratic revolution 1 Is it not obvious that this, poor Tiflisian is hopelessly confused by the pedantic khvostist interpretation of the concept "bourgeois revolution"? He discusses the question of the possible isolation of the proletariat in a democratic revolution and forgets.. . -forgets about a trifle .. . about the peasantry! Of the possible allies of the proletariat he knows and favours the landowning Zem&tvc^ists and is not aware of the peasants. And this in the Caucasus! Well, were we not right w'hen we said that by its method of reasoning the new Iskra was sinking to the level of the monarchist bourgeoisie